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RCRA COMPLIANCE INSPECTICN REPORT APR 7 () 1082
TRANSPORTERS CHECKLIST ‘ ENVIRONMENTAL
SANITATION
A. General
Date October 5, 1981 Time  9:00 a.m. EPA ID No. KSD 000000810
Facility Name Reid Supply Co.
Street 911 E. Indiangbolis
City . Wichita , Kansas zip 67211 el
7 //
County Sedgwick 5 o - Phone (316) 267-1231 / /
/
Contact Richard Pretrel - Chemical Engineer a

B.

3.20

C.

3ell

Inspector * Dale T. Stuckey - Field Representative
|

Other

tanifosts LTI

1. Do copies of manifests include:

RCRA Records Center

a. Name and address of transporter? @ NO
b. Name, address, phone nunber, and EPA ID number of generator? (YE\ NO
c. Name, address, and EPA ID number of designated facility? @) NO
T
d. Manifest docurent number? (YE‘S) NO
., e. Waste information required by DOT - shipping name, total <
quantity, type and number of containers? @ES NO
f. Signature of subsequent transporters if any? YES NO @X
g. Signature signifying proper delivery or reason why delivery S
could not be certified? (ves) o
2. If the transporter transports wastes outside of U.S. do manifests ~
show date waste left U.S.? . YES NO @
Recordkeeping

1s Does.transporter keep copy of the manifest signed by generator,
himself, and the next designated transporter or cwner of T/S/D

facility for three years? ) @S\‘ NO
-1-



D. Containers ‘ ‘

1. Are containers properly labeled and marked (262.31 and 262.32)?
E. Vehicles |
1. Are vehicles placarded properly (49 CFR 172.500)?

F. Waste 0il Collection

1. Is the company a waste oil collector in Kansas?
a. If yes, are waste oil transporter's logs being used?
b. Are the completed logs retained for three years?

Additional Information:

4/81
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State of Kansas . . .son cain, Govemor

Joseph F. Harkins, Secretary Topeka, Kansas 66820

913-862-8360
RECEIVED
RCRA Compliance Inspection Repoyt BUREAU OF
T/S/D Facilities Checklist APR 2 0 1682

A. General o ENVIRONMENTAL
Date_ Oct. 5, 1981 Ti%ew‘9:oo a.m. __ EPA ID Né= KS?QﬁQIﬁlgay
Facility Name_ Reid Supply Co.
Street 911 E. Indianopolis
City ° Wichita ' , Kansas zip 67211
County Sedgwick L Phone (316) 267-1231
Contact Richard Pretrel - Chemical Engineer
Inspector Dale T. Stuckey - Field Representative
Other |

B. Activity at Site

Treatment Storage Disposal

___ Chem/Phys/Bio Treatment _X Drums _.. Incineration
__Filtration ____Pile __ lLandfill
__Incineration ___Surface Impoundment __ Land Treatment
___Recycling/Recovery X _Tank, Above ground ___Surface Impoundment
_____Reprocessing ___Tank, BéTow Grotind ____Other( )
X Solvent Recovery ____Other ( - )

\

\

Thermal Treatment
2-4500 gallon vertical
Volume Reduction storage tanks for waste
solvent

Waste 011

&____Other ( )

W@ll not actually be recycling until their new stil] ,is installed sometime this
winter. Waste bulk solvent now is being sent to(%?cuum and @'cssur%/” Tank Truck
Services in Tulsa, and drummed soly

Kansas City, MO got is being gent to Sol et Recovery Inc. in
, .



1

Comments: " They also have a sludge processing area where drums containing

a bottom layer of sludge gre deheaded, the free solvent poured out and

transférred to one of the 4500 gallon vertical storage tanks, and the sludge

transferred to DOT drums reconditioned by S.D.S. in E1 Dorado.

sludge are eventually sent vo T 0F] landrill 5o lomsiana.
C. ¥ Waste Analysis Plan

265,13 1.

'hey will .set up
a contract with either
Means' Laboratory or
Wilson Laboratory.

They run distillation
on each incoming waste
stream and they do feed
sample analysis on each
new customer.

ol
In the past, BFI or 4
Means Laboratory had :
run all the analyses.

Does facility maintain a copy of its waste analysis
plan at the facility? g

A. If yes, does tHeApian inc]udé:

1. Parameters for which each hazardous waste will

be analyzed. . .

Test methods which are used to test for these
parameters, - o : .

Sampling method used to obtain sémp]e.

Frequency with which the ‘initial analysis will
be reviewed or repeated to ensure the analysis
is current. = ’

For off-site facilities, the waste analyses
that generators have agreed to supply.

For off-site facilities, the procedures which
are used to inspect and analyze each movement
of hazardous waste received to ensure that it
matches the identity of the waste designated
on the manifest.

* TIn compliance

D. Security
265.14 1.

a) A 24-hour surveillance system?

Does the facility provide:

(T.V. monitoring

or guards).

b) An artificial or natural barrier

(fence, fence and

cliff combination) and a means to control entry
(attendant, T.V. monitoring, Tocked entrance, con-
trolled roadway access). i

c) Warning signs at entrances.

2. Does the facility consider itself exempt from security
requirements?

YES (NO

(YES) No
77T
( ves 'No

YES(}@T\
_J

These drums of

NA



265.15

265.16

265.17

E. General Inspection Requirements

1.

Does the owner/operator maintain a written scﬁédu1e
at the facility for inspecting:

a) Moniforing equipment

b) Safety and emergency equipment

c) Security devices

d) Operating and structural equipment

Does the inspection schedule identify the types of
problems which are to be looked for during the in-
spections? :

Does the owner/operator maintain an inspection log?
a) 1If yes, does the log contain the:

1. Date and time of inspection

2. Name of inspector

3. MNotation of observations

4. Date and nature of repairs or remedial
action

.F. Personnel Training

1.

Does the owner/operator maintain at the facility,
the following documents and records:

a) Job title and job description for each position
related to hazardous waste management.

b) Description of type and amount of training to
be given each person.

c) Records of training given to facility personnel,

* In compliance

G. “Requirements For Ignitable, Reactive, or Incompatible Wastes

1

Does the facility handle ianitable or reactive wastes?

a) If yes, is the waste separated and confined from
sources of ignition or reaction, sparks, spon-
taneous ignition, and radiant heat?

Are smoking and open flames confined to specially
designated locations?

Are "No Smoking" signs posted in hazard areas?

T

(B
(i;;;> MO

e
//“\

( YES ' NO

g ‘\
(YES' NO
( YES NO

(yégb NO
@ w0
(YES) Mo

/yEs
[ YES NO

i
(YES ) No
(YES) MO

<iiE§\ NO

il :A‘\
(YES) NO  NA
Qﬁ£§ NO  MA

N
YES/ NO MNA



265.31

¢85, 32

265.33

265,35

265..37

' ! .

Does a check of these areas show any 1eakage or i

corrosion of conta1ners? ‘<:.- YES ((NO_/ NA
Does a check of these areas show evidence of heat , *\ﬁ'
generation from interact1on of 1ncompat1b1e wastes? ' YES <&6 NA

Preparedness and Prevention

1.

10.

of fire, explosion, or contamination?

Does an inspection of the facility show any evidence <i;j
i YES (NO

Is the facility equipped w1th°

a) Internal communication or a]arm system easily TN

accessible in case of emergency? (/'YES\ NO
b. Telephone, hand-held two-way radio capable of T,
summoning emergency response personne]7 , <6YES NO

v

Are portable fire extinguishers, fire control Fiber drmme Coﬁt?in -
equipment, spill control equipment, and decon- ~Petro-absorbant for spi

tamination equ1pment provided? i solvents (/YES \NO NA
a) Is this equ1pment tested and maintained to A\

assure its proper operation? @ﬁs; NO NA
Is water of adequate volume provided for hose N
streams, foam producing equipment, sprink1ers, etc.? (XES, NO NA
Does a check of the facility show sufficient aisle ]
space to allow unobstructed movement of personnel / N\
and equipment? \YES/ NO NA
Has the owner/operator made arrangements with the Iire @epariment came on
local emergency authorities to familiarize them Lonr in July
with the layout of facility, properties of wastes
handled and associated hazards, places where facility
personnel normally work, entrances to roads inside P
facility, and possible evacuation routes? (\YES
In areas where more than one police and fire depart- a0 |
ment might respond, is there one des1gnated authority? YES NO(nA\

Does the owner/operator have agreements with $tate
emergency response teams, emergency response con=-. _—
tractors, and equipment suppliers? ! _ YES (NO )

i Set up with Broadway

Has the owner/operator arranged to fam1]1arize Tocal v ,
clinic and Wesley

hospitals with the properties of hazardous waste(s)
handled and types of injuries which could result from Hospital /-‘*\
fires, explosions, or releases at the facility? YES 'NO

In cases where State or local authorities decline to
enter into such arrangements, is the refusal entered ~
in the operating record? YES NO (NA)



'
- ' v . ‘
.

I. Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures

262.53 1. Is a contingency plan maintained at the facility? <j£§;; NO
262.52 2. Does the plan describe arrangements made with emergency an
response personnel? (YES' NO
3. Does the plan Tlist the name(s), address(es), and phone T
number(s) of the designated emergency coordinator(s)? YES) NO
265.55 4. Is an emergency coordinator available at all times? <\YE§3 NO

5. Does the plan include a 1ist of all emergency equip-

ment at the facility and where this equipment is re- P
quired? (YES) NO

6. Does the plan include an evacuat1on plan for facility N
personnel? ‘ YES Ndf

J. Manifest System, Record Keeping, and Reportina

265.71 1. Does the facility receive waste from off-site? (i YES, NO

a. If yes, does the owner/operator sign and date

each copy of the manifest and give a signed TN
copy to the transporter? (\YESv,NO NA
b. Does the owner/operator send a signed copy of
the manifest to the generator within 30 days )
of the delivery? (§§§/’NO NA
c. Does the owner/operator retain a copy of manifest? <I§§/ NO NA
2. Does the facility receive any waste from a rail or oy
water (bulk shipment) transporter? YES (N\>
a. If yes, is the shipment accompanied by a shipping
paper containing the appropriate information? YES NO NA
1. If yes, does the owner/operator sign and date
the shipping paper and provide the transporter
with a copy? YES NO NA
2. Does the owner/operator send a signed copy of
the shipping paper to the generator within 30
days of the delivery? YES NO NA
3. Does the owner/operator retain a copy of the
shipping paper? YES NO NA
365.72 3. Has the facility received any shipments of waste which SN
were inconsistent with the manifest? (IES, NO
a. If yes, was an attempt made to reconcile the de-
Salesman got crepancy with the generator and transporter? <TYES) NO
in contact with '
the customers 1. If no, was the Regional Administrator notified? - YES NO <:E

<5



265.73

. 4a.
They have receiving,

processing, handling, 1 = p description and the quantity of each hazardous

and disposition forms waste received, and method(s) and date(s) of its

4. Does the owner/operator keep a written operating record

at the facility? g <

If yes, does thevdperation record include:

that track wastes from  treatment, storage, and disposal?
entry to recycling

265.76

265.112

K.

2. " The location df eacﬁ hazardous waste with{n the

facility and the quantity at each location?
3. Records and results of waste analyses?

4. Reports and details of incidents requiring im-
plementation of the contingency plan?

5. Records and results of required inspections?
6. Monitoring, testina, or analytical data?
7. Closure cost estimates (and for disposal
- facilities, post-closure cost estimates)?
(Required after 5-19-81)
5. Has the facility received any waste, which does
not fall under the small generator exclusion,
not accompanined by a manifest?

a. If yes, was an unmanifested waste renort
submitted to the Regional Administrator?

Closure and Post-Closure

1. Does the owner/operator have a written closure
plan for the facility? (Required after 5-19-81)

a. If yes, does the plan include:

1. A description of how and when the facility
will be closed?

2. An estimate of the maximum inventofy of
wastes in storage or in treatment at any
given time during the facility life? . .

3. A description of the steps needed ‘to de-
contaminate facility equipment at the time
of closure?

4. A schedule for final closure which includes
the anticipated date when wastes will no long-
er be received, the date when final closure is
anticipated, and intervéning dates which allow
tracking closure proaress?

YES ) NO

=\
<§E§ N0 NA
(_gs’ NO  NA

<YES NO  NA

<;XE§ NO NA
(YES NO NA
(YE§' NO N

<(YESH(NO) NA

ves (N0

N\
YES NO (ﬁA )

( YESNO

(Yes. no
ey

(YES, MO

TN
(YES; NO

@ o
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265.118

265.142

264.143

265.144

264.145

264.147

2.

If the facility is a disposal facility, does the

owner/operator have a written post-closure p]an?

(Required after 5-19-81)
a. If yes, does the plan include:

1. Ground-water monitoring activities and
frequencies? »

2. "Maintenance activities and frequencies.
to ensure the integrity of the cap and
containment structures where applicable,

and the function of the monitoring equipment?

3. The name, address, and phone number of the
person or office to contact during the post-
closure period? -

Financial Requirements

1,

Does the owner/operator have a written estimate
of the closure cost? (Required after 7-13-81)

Has the owner/operator established financial
assurance for facility closure and notified
the Regional Administrator?

If the facility is a disposal facility, does

the owner/operator have a written estimate of

the annual cost of post-closure monitoring and
maintenance of the facility? (Required after 7-13-81)

Has the owner/operator of the disposal facility
established financial assurance for post-¢losure
care and notified the Regional Administrator?

Has the owner/operator obtained 1iability in-
surance for sudden occurrences of at least $1
million with an aggrecate of at least $2 million
exclusive of legal defense costs?

YES no (NA)
YES NO NA

YES NO NA

YES NO NA
16

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO NA

YES NO NA

YES NO
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Additional Information My original inspection was on Sept. 2, 1981. At that

Sy

.

time, there were numerous problems in the areas of inspection schedule and log,

personnel training, closure plan, and a backlog of drums, awaiting recycling,

which far exceeded the proééss dééigﬁﬁcapacity fdrvﬁhié“facility listed on the

Part A application. Since that time, the problems have been largely corrected

as verified by another insbéétiom visit by myself on October 5, 1981. The

- information filled in on this checklist represents the facility situation as

of October 5, 1981.

The facility is basically in éompliance excepting the lack of closure cost

estimates and the fact that number of drums on site are still in excess of the

__process design cgpacit?. Both of these situations will be rectified shortly,

e

according to Richard Pret-el.

Note: Fill out applicable check lists for specific facility types.



